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Our free society is made possible by the dissemination of truth for which a free press is essential. Much of the daily 


ress, news weeklies and radio cater to the material and sensational, 


yielding to the many pressures that play upon narrow provincialism and national prejudices. Thus political fanaticism and self-defeating military extremism threaten to displace sound democratic 
practice and a rational defense system. The mass media, therefore, are not adequate for the lay mind which would maintain its dedication to Christian citizenship and to truth. For this more discern- 
ing public, Between The Lines presents selected reports, analyses and forecasts, highly condensed and drawn from the most authoritative sources, which provide a greater insight into the crucial 
issues of the day. This effort is dedicated to the belief that only as our society is motivated by Judaic-Christian concepts of truth can we avoid the violent changes inherent in war and communism 
and move forward out of the tribalism of men towards the brotherhood of the Kingdom of God. Anything less will be dangerously inadequate in the nuclear age. 





“What Can I Do?” 


Most informed persons are aware 
of the hazards of radiation poison- 
ing which is accumulating from 
U.S. and Soviet bomb tests. Mil- 
lions of other citizens are not aware 
of this danger because of the mis- 
conceptions and misinformation put 
out by politico-military spokesmen. 

A National Committee for a Sane 
Nuclear Policy (P. O. Box 1750, 
N.Y. 17, N.Y.) has been organized 
by Norman Cousins, editor of the 
Saturday Review of Literature, and 
Clarence Pickett, executive secre- 
tary, emeritus, of the American 
Friends Service Committee. Full 
page ads in major newspapers have 
been placed by this committee, stat- 
ing the facts about the physical 
harm which threatens the world, and 
the moral injury to America’s lead- 
ership which is being created by 
our prolonged atomic tests. The ads 
urge the public to petition their po- 
litical representatives and the Presi- 
dent to take specific steps towards 
a more sane and moral nuclear 
policy. The ads are signed by many 
famous names: Eleanor Roosevelt, 
Harry Emerson Fosdick, Oscar 
Hammerstein, Lewis Mumford and 
others. Because a new series of 
bomb tests will be staged this spring, 
many groups, meeting over the 
country, are raising funds to place 
these ads in their local papers. 
The ads answer questions which the 
average persons asks about the tests. 

A San Diego, Calif., group has 
set up an organization titled SANE, 
Inc. (Society to Abolish Nuclear 
Explosions), headed by a prominent 
medical man, Dr. Allan D. Rosen- 
blatt, and a retired Naval officer, 
Captain Henry C. Mcllvaine, Jr. 
SANE, Inc., followed up the ad pro- 
gram with the distribution of a la- 
pel button inscribed with the single 
word, SANE. The pin elicits ques- 
tions which provide opportunities to 
interest others. (For details, address 
SANE. P. O. Box 3236, San Diego, 
Calif.) 


X-Ray and Forecast 


MERICAN DEMOCRACY is endangered by its friends, as well as 

by its enemies. Important segments of our political-military leader- 
ship no longer believe in the democratic principle: let the people know 
and they will decide. Bewildered and frightened by the swift growth of 
nuclear military science and Russia’s scientific advance, official Washing- 
ton labels the situation “too complex, too dangerous,” for public knowl- 
edge. Maybe that is so; maybe democracy must give way to a benevolent 
Pentagon-State Dept.-White House totalitarianism. But who will keep 
totalitarianism benevolent? 


THE VERY NATURE OF ATOMIC WARFARE requires totali- 
tarianism. So we do not accuse individuals. One of the major debates be- 
hind the scenes in Washington concerns the initial tactics of nuclear war, 
by which the side that strikes first gains unsurmountable advantages. But 
how do we strike first with instantaneous all-destructive weapons poised on 
both frontiers? As we have often said, there will be no time even for veri- 
fication of the often faulty intelligence reports. How can there even be 
consultation with distant elected representatives of the people? Compara- 
tively minor military officers, dumped out of bed in the middle of the 
night, may have thrust upon their muddled minds decisions affecting the 
lives of hundreds of millions. Extending the decision to stunned top brass 
in Washington involves little democracy. Congressional action — if there 
is a Congress — would simply be a rubber stamp after the deed. 


THIS DOES NOT FORESHADOW a Russian attack against the 
U. S. The dictatorship of the Kremlin has always required huge armies 
to keep its grip on the Russian people and to maintain tight frontiers. The 
Kremlin did not push the development of atomic weapons until we had 
already surrounded their perimeter with U. S. bombing bases and were 
perfecting atomic weapons ourselves. 


HE LEGEND that we are in “mortal danger,” which means the Rus- 

sians are about to attack, is fed daily to the American people. Yet not 
one scrap of evidence at hand points to the mobilization of that great Eu- 
rasian nation for such an immense adventure, or points to any concentra- 
tion of Soviet power, which for months must precede such a major military 
effort. To the contrary, every sign indicates that the Russian Communist 
leaders are doggedly and methodically sticking to their cunning plan of 
world conquest by infiltration, agitation, subversion and revolution. 


THIS DECEPTION OF THE AMERICAN PEOPLE is highlight- 
ed by the newly discovered booklet by the top Communist of Indonesia, 
Nusantaro Aidit, which presents the Red plan to take over that country. 
Washington officials, eager to make the Communist threat to chaotic Indo- 
nesia a prime example of the dreadful threat hanging over our heads, hit a 
blupper when the Indonesia Red booklet was translated here. It was a 
presentation of the classical Communist plan for conquest by infiltration, 
the organization of “the proletariat,” the economic and political subversion 
of the present regime and the eventual seizure of power by the native, In- 
donesian Red party — with no reference whatever to dependence on or 
use of the Russian military. (N. Y. Times, Dec. 29.) (The doctrinaire 
teaches that Moscow will furnish only the plan, the trained agitators and 
the arms for the final seizure of power by native Reds.) 

(continued on NEXT page) 


Disarmament 


The problem of disarmament now 
centers on: (1) Russia’s determina- 
tion no longer to tolerate the short 
end of negotiations. In the UN Dis- 
armament Subcommittee which they 
are boycotting, the Russians were 
usually outvoted 4 to 1. They accuse 
the U.S. of using these negotiations, 
therefore, to curtail Soviet power. 
(2) The Kremlin is determined that 
—as a basis of negotiation — the 
West accept the Communist states 
of East Europe and Red China as 
authentic established regimes rather 
than as areas to be liberated through 
gains we might possibly make in 
disarmament. (3) When the West 
accepts these two conditions, Khru- 
shchev and Bulganin have indicated, 
in their speeches and letters, that 
they are open to the suggestions of 
the neutralization of Central Europe 
by withdrawing Russian armies 
from East Germany and Eastern 
Europe if the U. S. and Britain 
pull their armed forces out of West 
Germany. The Russians have hinted 
that this must include the dismant- 
ling of U. S. military bases in 
Turkey, Greece and the Mideast. 
And with some concessions made 
by the West on these points, the 
Russians have made it clear that 
they are willing to take definite and 
substantial steps towards disarma- 
ment. 

There is strong sentiment all 
through Europe and Britain to at- 
tempt negotiation along these lines. 
The foremost American scholar 
and authority on Russia, George 
Kennan, has created much enthusi- 
astic response by his British broad- 
casts wherein he especially chal- 
lenged the Eisenhower-Dulles posi- 
tion of refusing to negotiate unless 
the Russians make the first conces- 
sions. Many Europeans are alarmed 
over the U. S. policy of proceeding 
to arm our European allies with in- 
termediary missiles as and when we 
have the missiles ready. The dissen- 

(continued first col., NENT page) 








Disarmament 
(continued) 

sion in all European capitals over 
this has been disguised by the De- 
cember NATO Paris proclamation 
that our European allies accepted 
missile armaments “in principle” 
which was in reality a dodge and 
an evasion of the fact that but one 
or two of our European allies would 
dare force this decision on their 
people at this time. 


AMERICAN SPUTNIK FEARS 
could have been eased had more 
attention been given to reports from 
Stanford University where several 
noted Russian scientists attended a 
meeting of the American Physical 
Society. On Dec. 22 news dispatches 
from Palo Alto stated that the 
Soviet’s leading physicist, Dr. D. I. 
Blokhintsev, unhesitatingly acknowl- 
edged U. S. leadership in theoretical 
and general scientific research. (See 
BTL analysis of U.S.-Soviet science 
Nov. 1.) The Russian savant said 
he felt that Americans made too 
much of the Russian break-through 
in rockets and urged a freer associa- 
tion between U.S. and U.S.S.R. 
scientists. 





Russians in U. S. Science 

One of the unfortunate by-prod- 
ucts of the distorted nationalism of 
the McCarthy era was the popular 
conception of Russians as ignorant 
submissive peasantry. Americans 
might have been forewarned of the 
Soviet’s scientific achievement by 
being reminded that many of the 
biggest names in American science 
and culture are Russian: Igor Sikor- 
sky and Alexander de Seversky are 
leaders in air craft development. J. 
D. Ackerman, Alexander Klemin, 
A. Nikolsky are also among the 
greatest names in U. S. aeronautical 
science. Dr. G. Kistiakowsky and 
George Gamow played leading parts 
in the development of the atomic 
bomb. (Dr. Gamow did not leave 
the Soviet Union till 1928 after re- 
ceiving his advanced scientific edu- 
cation in Russia.) 

Our television owes more to Rus- 
sian-born Dr. Gladimir Zworykin 
than to any other scientist. He head- 
ed the electronic research for RCA 
from 1929 to 1954, a company 
headed by Russian-born David Sar- 
noff. Sellman Wakeman, Chiam 
Weizmann, Aaron and Ephrian Ka- 
chalski also stand high in U. S. sci- 
entific ranks. In sociology there is 
Pitirim Sorokin of Harvard. In mu- 
sic and the arts are Heifitz, Kos- 
telanitz, Mischa Elman, Horowitz, 
and Rachmaninoff, Kousevitsky and 
Igor Stravinsky. 

Nearly all of these men were 
born in Russia and received their 
early education there. (About a third 
are Russian Jews.) Take their names 
out of American progress in the 
20th century and our achievements 
would be decimated. 


X-Ray and Foreeast = (continued) 


HE TRUTH about the most vital dilemma of our day — atomic radi- 

ation and its influence on humanity — is withheld from the American 
people. The U. S. Atomic Energy Commission, dominated by the prevalent 
military extremism, has habitually issued words of reassurance that current 
bomb tests create no danger to humanity from radiation poison. (The next 
series of tests is scheduled for April.) But on Dec. 10 came an announce- 
ment that would have been widely heralded had it not crossed up the 
Pentagon-White House atomic policy: “The Atomic Energy Commission 
lowered by two-thirds the permissible levels of radiation exposure. The 
drastically reduced standards reflect the growing scientific concern and 
knowledge about the harmful effects of radiation on the human body and 
on future generations. The new standards conform to recommendations .. . 
by the National Committee on Radiation Protection and Measurement, an 
intergovernmental committee, . . . Periodically the committee has recom- 
mended lower levels of permissible radiation exposure as more has been 
learned about the biological effects of radiation. In recommending the lat- 
est reduction, the committee acted on moral as well as scientific grounds, 
for there is increasing evidence that radiation has harmful genetic effects on 
future generations and perhaps shortens the life of the exposed generations. 
The evidence of the harmful effects of radiation is still not conclusive and 
probably will not be for several generations.” 


HONESTY TOWARDS THE PUBLIC would dictate the clear ad- 
mission that there is grave danger in every bomb test (an unknown but 
definite amount of damage wrought upon life today and for the future), but 
that, in the view of the AEC, there is even more danger in communism. 
This conclusion could be challenged of course from fact both in history 
and in science. The AEC quotes laboratory physicists, radiologists and 
electronic engineers who are usually associated with the U. S. atomic pro- 
gram. But the words of warning from the world’s leading geneticists and 
theoretical physicists must eventually have the decisive weight. (The discon- 
tinuation of the public health chest X-ray program followed the new AEC 
announcement.) 


EADLINES ARE PLAYING UP the various official and semi- 

official surveys of our military weaknesses after spending over $300 
billion in the last ten years to make us strong! Now we are urged to spend 
more — much more. The fact is that $300 billion more will not make us 
strong — but will only increase our plight, for we have passed beyond the 
day of defensive-offensive war. This the military traditionalist, still in pow- 
er, simply will not recognize, though the U. S. and Russia are now pre- 
pared to reduce the domain of each to radioactive dust. 

BUT SINCE SELF-PRESERVATION is still man’s strongest in- 
stinct, it is most likely that the contest will finally be consumated along 
economic and social-political lines. The Kremlin already sees this and 
makes propaganda out of it — challenging the U. S. to industrial and cul- 
tural competition. In our fixation on militarism, Washington ignores this 
challenge. But this issue will certainly overtake us. Therefore the trends 
in American economic life are crucial at this time. 


EADJUSTMENT OR DEPRESSION? Big business calls it a brief 

“breather,” “a normal period of readjustment,” while labor leaders 
warn of a slam-bang depression. Neither of these attitudes touches the 
significant sequence of events. The post-war boom era is doubtless 
over: Finance companies report a distressing increase in delinquency on 
time payments. The credit department of the American Bankers Assn. re- 
ported on Dec. 4 that delinquency on time payments on cars, household 
equipment, etc., warrants danger signals. Much of the 1956-7 “prosperity” 
has been deceptively false since much of it rests on over-extended credit. 


THE U. S. CENSUS BUREAU REPORTS that one out of every 
twenty employed workers is now supplementing his income by hold- 
ing down two jobs. This is aside from the millions of wives and mothers 
who are employed, for the Bureau stated that most of the two-job workers 
are married men. All this means that the consuming public has spent be- 
yond its resources and that the cost of living has overtaken wage and sal- 
ary increases. Most press and radio-TV voices avoid these facts like poison, 
but some economists are bravely facing business leaders with the truth. 


STILL DEEPER IS THE SIN OF ENFORCED OBSOLESCENCE. 

The consumer is urged to replace autos, household equipment and a thou- 
sand other things, not because they’re worn out, or without usefulness, but 
to keep up with the new designs, new styling. An auto should provide a 
family with safe and satisfactory transportation for fifteen years or more. 
This is the case among millions of European families with their small, 
handsome, economical, precision-made cars. But U. S. car manufacturers 
push speed, flash-power and gaudy styling and aim at selling a new model 
(continued on NEXT page) 


Schools: Soviet vs. U. S. 


In the flurry of surveys and re- 
ports on the Russian educational 
system published since sputnik, the 
following factors will have the 
greatest influence on American edu- 
cation: In Russia, emphasis on sci- 
ence and mathematics begins in the 
grade schools and is not left to the 
elective choice of students. Full 
courses in mathematics and science 
are required as soon as a child has 
learned to read and write adequate- 
ly. For instance, biology starts in 
the fourth grade; a foreign language 
in the fifth; algebra, geometry and 
physics in the sixth; and chemistry 
in the seventh. 

The child’s interest in education 
is cultivated as a matter of personal 
responsibility. Children are taught 
that they must go to school and 
learn their lessons just as their fa- 
thers and mothers must work in a 
factory or collective farm as useful 
citizens of the Soviet. To make poor 
grades, or to show a lack of inter- 
est in education is a disgrace and is 
a sign of deplorable inferiority. 

The “mother languages,’ Greek 
and Latin, are taught in many Rus- 
sian grade schools which further fa- 
cilitates language study. (The Rus- 
sian alphabet is Greek in origin.) 
Most university students have ac- 
quired German or English, or both, 
by the end of their second year, 
having done much language work 
during secondary school. 

Many American high schools 
have dropped the study of Latin 
entirely; a few still teach French, 
almost none teach German. Many 
of our students try to squeeze 
through college with almost no for- 
eign language studies, and as little 
mathematics and science as possi- 
ble. President Griswold of Yale cites 
the transcript of a high school stu- 
dent seeking admittance to Yale — 
of twelve junior and senior courses 
which the boy had taken, “two 
were in English, one in American 
History, and the other nine were as 
follows: Typing, Speech, (2) Chor- 
us, (2) Physical Education, Journal- 
ism, Personality Problems, and 
Marriage and Family.” (in The Uni- 
versity Tradition by Alfred W. Gris- 
wold, Yale University Press, °57.) 
This book also cites the following 
relevant figures: In 1955-56 Amer- 
icans spent $14.5 billion on tobacco 
and alcohol; $14.4 billion on new 
and used cars; $13. on recreation; 
but only $12 billion on all forms of 
education. The percentage of money 
spent on education in America to- 
day in relation to the national in- 
come is less than it was in 1900.) 

For Russian students there are 
no “snap courses,” no dodging of 
mathematics, science, languages or 
other difficult subjects. A 10-hour 
day of classwork and study is com- 


mon for Soviet high school students. 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 








Schools: Soviet vs. U. S. 
(continued) 

From the grades on, Russian stu- 
dents go to school six days a week 
the year around, with vacations be- 
tween the quarterly terms. These 
vacations may extend for two to 
three weeks, but more extensive 
vacation periods are arranged to 
free children in rural areas during 
the harvest peak. 

Discipline is rigid in Soviet 
schools. Failure to obey the teacher 
can bring dire results both to the 
student and to the parents. Some 
privileges may be lost to the whole 
family through the failure of a stu- 
dent to live up to his responsibilities 
in school. Smoking, drinking and 
gambling are prohibited among all 
students until they reach the univer- 
sity. Outbreaks of “hooliganism,” 
reports of which have appeared fre- 
quently in the Russian press, signal 
the resistance of some Russian stu- 
dents to this Spartan regime. 

Whether these strict requirements 
make for a good society can be a 
matter of opinion. Of one thing we 
can be sure — indifference, sloppy 
work, lack of discipline, dodging the 
hard subjects, poor parental support 
of scholarship requirements which 
characterize much of American edu- 
cation are at least being challenged 
by the Russian system. And the fact 
cannot be erased that in a little over 
one generation Russia was lifted 
from a low state of literacy—about 
16 per cent in 1917 — to among the 
highest. UN figures show that only 
2% to 3 per cent of the Russian 
population is illiterate, which ap- 
proximates the situation in the U. S. 
This achievement is unmatched in 
history. (See N. Y. Times, Nov. 11, 
Survey of Soviet Education; also the 
British Educational Journal, Nov. 
15.) 


DOES IT SUCCEED? Authori- 
tarian education — education based 
on a dogmatic philosophy like Marx- 
ism — can bring rapid scientific 
and technical advances. But does 
this build a civilization that is en- 
during and satisfying to the human 
spirit? 

Last year there were many re- 
ports from Russia and other Com- 
munist areas concerning the student 
revolts in many institutions of high- 
er learning in both Russia and Red 
China. Outright rebellion prevailed 
in such noted educational centers 
as the University of Moscow and 
the Leningrad Institute of Tech- 
nology and many other institutions 
of higher learning, even including 
the Soviet Air Cadet school in Len- 
ingrad. (See BTL, Feb. 1, ’57.) Stu- 
dent riots also occurred in two 
leading Chinese universities. 

Now from Red China, Poland 
and East Germany comes news 
of fresh efforts to restore the 


Communist party domination of the 
(continued third col., THIS page) 
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X-Ray and Foreeast = (continued) 


to every family that can possibly afford it every three years. The aim is for 
all cars to be junked in seven years. Enforced obsolescence in everything 
from autos and kitchen equipment to curtain rods is making the junk pile 
a symbol of capitalism. Somewhere along the line, have we not lost an im- 
portant element of our free enterprise? What is our aim, a useful and satis- 
fying life or a kind of materialistic gluttony? 

THE FARMER AND LITTLE BUSINESSMAN are being 
squeezed. The U. S. Dept. of Commerce reports a distressing increase in 
small business failures for 1957. Free enterprise is shrinking for the aver- 
age farmer and small businessman. The prices they receive are fixed; what 
they must pay out — wages, wholesale costs — are also fixed. Big unions 
and big business management do all the bargaining and deciding. Rare is 
the farmer who has the advantage of a free market. His milk, eggs, pork, 
beef, poultry, grain and fibers are priced in New York and Chicago and he 
must usually dispose of them when the buyers say so— or when he must 
have the money. 

MOST LITTLE BUSINESSMEN today are servants of giant man- 
ufacturing combines. The new dealer-distributor small businesses that line 
the average Main Street offer few chances to make the fortunes that local 
business opportunities presented a generation ago. The share of profit pos- 
sible for the dealer-distributor is now scaled to “just enough to keep a good 
man on the job,” complain many of these small businessmen. Above that, 
the margins of profit are drained off to the home office. Congressional 
committees have been flooded with these complaints; response to such 
complaints led to findings by the Senate subcommittee on Interstate Com- 
merce some months ago which started a reform in the dealer policy of 
major auto companies. 

THE LARGE CORPORATIONS ARE STILL MAKING MONEY 
in the midst of this rather painful transition. Especially the industries linked 
to armaments — steel, oil, chemicals, electronics, planes, ships — are 
still making very large profits. The Wall St. Journal, Oct. 30, reported 
that the major steel corporations averaged about 20 per cent gain in their 
profits during the first nine months of 1957 over the same period in 1956. 
And ’56 was better than ’55. Yet a $6 per ton price increase was slapped 
on steel early last year. The Standard Oil Co. is averaging an increase of 
12 per cent in profits over 1956. Nearly all of the giant oil corporations 
report similar gains. The oil corporations also raised prices on all their 
products this past year, after record-breaking gains of 18 per cent in °56. 
Profits are essential to the life of capitalism and to economic freedom but 
profit plundering has no more place in today’s capitalism than piracy. 

DISGUISED PROFITS have become a custom in corporation 
bookkeeping, as this Newsletter has previously reported. Conservative 
Time Magazine broke the plot of silence on this practice early in Decem- 
ber when their financial editors challenged the wail of “profit squeeze” 
among the large corporations. “Profits are not shrinking,” said the Time 
editors, as they cautiously explained how profits are being hidden under 
replacement, expansion and bonus budgets. In syphoning off their profits 
for plant improvement and expansion, the corporations thus built up the 
value of their property and thereby increased their productive wealth. 

THE CHICAGO FEDERAL RESERVE BANK supports the edi- 
tors of Time by saying that net profits should include all depreciation in- 
terest, retained earnings and dividends — for all this is an increase of 
wealth. Time Magazine also points out that the nation’s corporations col- 


lected about $49 billion in profits for 1957, after taxes. What does this 
(continued on NEXT page) 
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(continued) 

schools. In Red China attempts are 
being made to break the student re- 
sistance by moving thousands of the 
youth into rural areas where they 
are compelled to work as farm 
laborers, abandoning hope of fur- 
ther education. Reports from N. Y. 
Times observers in Hong Kong 
(Nov. 25) indicate that out of 
China’s student population of over 
15 million, about three million stu- 
dents have been sent to work on 
the farms in an effort to enforce 
Marxist discipline in the schools 
and to prevent the repetition of the 
student riots of last year. 

The official Red China news 
agency, Hsinhua, indicates that this 
huge student relocation program 
will become a permanent feature of 
their educational system. Students 
who will not cooperate in Marxist 
education will be forced into agri- 
culture. It has been known for 
some months that government 
clerks, professional men and intel- 
lectuals who have displeased the 
party leaders are being switched to 
collective farms, where disciplinary 
measures can provide “political re- 
habilitation” and their presence be 
used to speed up the lagging farm 
program. 

But reports have already reached 
Hong Kong of widespread farm 
revolts being stirred by the relocat- 
ed students! Aside from being cut 
off from home, family, friends and 
further educational opportunities. 
students are said to resent most 
bitterly the lower farm living stand- 
ards and the smaller incomes. The 
Chinese Communists have long con- 
ceded that persistent peasant rebel- 
lions have disastrously delayed their 
agricultural programs. 

In East Germany a new law re- 
quires students to spend a year 
working in factories before entering 
the universities. United Press ob- 
servers in Berlin (Nov. 14) quote 
Communist publications as saying 
that “the order aims for a closer tie 
between the future students and the 
working class, giving them a feeling 
of responsibility for our workers 
and farmers state.” But the order 
warns the students that they must 
show “good workers discipline and 
social attitudes of a proper type to 
prove that they are worthy of study- 
ing at the universities.” 

The official Communist party 
newspaper of East Germany, Neues 
Deutschland, charges that teen-ag- 
ers were being used by the West 
Germans in counter-revolutionary 
movements. This statement and 
many other reports reflect the dis- 
turbances among the youth groups 
in East Germany, activities which 
have been increasing sharply dur- 
ing recent weeks. The newspaper 
complained that students had “dis- 


turbed the peace, intimidated hon- 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 








Schools: Soviet vs. U. S. 
(continued) 

est citizens, destroyed state-owned 
property, and had often shown open 
resistance against the state authori- 
ties.’ This complaint, by official 
Communist organs, verifies the 
many reports that have come from 
underground sources—and fre- 
quently featured by this Newsletter 
—that strong and sometimes vio- 
lent student resistance has broken 
out again this fall against Commu- 
nist tyranny. Complaints that “state 
property has been destroyed” would 
certainly verify the reports of out- 
breaks of violence in the schools. 
Most American news channels ei- 
ther ignore or play down these re- 
ports. Likewise Washington politi- 
cal and military officials generally 
ignore them. Why? The authorita- 
tive sources from which BTL draws 
its information do not interpret 
these developments as a sign that a 
violent widespread upheaval is in 
sight in the Communist world. It is 
assumed that the process of coun- 
ter-revolution will be slow, gradual- 
ly building up a general resistance 
against Communist rule as the new 
generation of students, now in re- 
volt, reach adulthood. The Com- 
munist leaders, when they find that 
the present repressive measures do 
not solve the problem, will prob- 
ably give ground and permit more 
freedom among students. Over a 
ten-year period the Communist rule 
will thus be weakened considerably 
in its tight grip as these generations 
come into adult responsibility. 

But should this not have influence 
on American thought and policy? 
In ignoring, belittling or suppress- 
ing these highly significant reports, 
do our political and military lead- 
ers find it easier to hold the Ameri- 
can public under the tax load which 
our fantastic and often profligate 
military spending is creating? 





UNARMED DEFENSE: Due to 
delay in receiving materials from 
Scandinavia and France, our con- 
cluding report on Unarmed De- 
fense is being posponed to our next 
issue. 





WHAT?’S IMPORTANT? Repre- 
sentatives of the Women’s Interna- 
tional League for Peace and Free- 
dom from seven states came to Wash- 
ington recently with a petition con- 
taining 10,000 names requesting the 
cessation of H-bomb tests. When 
they attempted to present this peti- 
tion to the President. they were re- 
fused an audience with anyone, 
even staff members at the White 
House, and had to hand their peti- 
tions to a guard at the gate. Yet at 
about the same time the President 
had time to receive personally a 
delegation which came to present 
him with a sterling silver replica of 
the millionth baseball manufactured. 





X-Ray and Foreeast = (continued) 


figure mean to the consumer? Total consumer income is about $342 bil- 
lion a year. Thus the profits collected from the American economy by cor- 
poration profits amount to over 14 per cent of the total consumers income. 
This totals more than all the personal taxes levied on all American fami- 
lies for this year, including Federal, state and local taxes — which is about 
$43 billion. No wonder there is a slump in consumer buying! 

IN RECENT SENATE ANTI-TRUST COMMITTEE HEAR- 
INGS, some of the nation’s leading economists described the new system 
of “price administering” by the giant corporations which is replacing the 
free market. (BTL, Sept. 1.) Capitalism has traditionally adjusted itself to 
the free market by raising prices when there was a scarcity of consumer 
goods; then lowering prices, to increase consumption, when goods were 
plentiful. But the concentration of productive wealth has enabled indus- 
trial leaders to replace the free market by “administering” or dictating 
prices to their advantage. 

HOW ADMINISTERED PRICING WORKS: For instance, since 
there is a surplus of milk, the law of supply and demand, or the free 
market, would decree that milk prices should go down so that people 
could buy more milk (and the hard-pressed dairy farmers could sell more 
milk). But the giant dairy corporations which now control the market have 
repeatedly boosted the price of milk to the consumer while pyramiding the 
highest profit records in their history. In the meantime, they used the milk 
surplus to beat down the selling price of the farmer. The disproportionate 
wage demands of the drivers’ unions have shared in this price squeeze 
on milk. And autos did not sell in 1957 as in 1956. A surplus of cars 
now plagues the dealers’ market. Hence car prices should have gone down, 
but instead all major car makers have boosted prices on an average of 4 per 
cent for the coming year. 

THE GROWING CONCENTRATION OF CORPORATE 
WEALTH is beyond debate. The Federal Trade Commission has issued a 
656 page report on “Industrial Concentration and Products Diversifica- 
tion.” Of the 303,000 manufacturing firms in the U. S. in 1950, the value 
of shipments from the 1,000 largest amounted to 55 per cent of the total. 
In short, 1,000 of the largest corporations shipped more than all the other 
302,000 companies. The top 500 firms produced nearly half of the total 
(49 per cent). Since 1950 the pace of mergers and other monopoly devel- 
opments has continued, states the FTC. And the Congressional Small Busi- 
ness Committee reported on Dec. 2 that 135 of the nation’s largest banks 
maintain a direct controlling voice in the affairs of over 1,000 of the big- 
gest U. S. corporations though interlocking directorships. 


HESE DEVELOPMENTS will affect our future in the following ways: 

Because of the high profits of most large corporations and the cost- 
of-living pinch, the leaders of the major labor unions are girding for an- 
other round of wage demands. If wages go up, prices will no doubt jump 
higher, the consumer will buy less than he buys now and the recession will 
deepen. If the corporations resist the wage demands and do not lower 
prices to ease living costs, labor strife will wrack our economy. The hope 
now is for the great industries, which can so obviously afford it, to lower 
prices all down the line and for labor to ask for wage increases only as 
labor has been enabled to increase production. 

IF OUR ECONOMY SLIPS downward very far, the effect on 
England, France, Italy and our other allies will, within time, be calamitous. 
U. S. expenditures abroad, our aid and trade are essential to their survival 
as free societies. In fact, we are all essential to each other for survival. 
Therefore you can expect our Government to take strong measures, strong 
in terms of the degree of the crisis, to keep employment up, trade and 
money flowing. Prices, profits and wages will come under Government 
control. This won't be so difficult now, for the growth of: centralization 
and monopoly in business and the new system of “price administering” 
will have paved the way. This trend to some degree is already operative in 
England, France, Italy and Scandinavia. 

THROUGH THESE VERY CHANGES will likely emerge the solu- 
tion of our contest with communism. The sum total of stresses and trends 
in Russia, and in all areas behind the Iron Curtain, points towards a lib- 
eralization of the Soviet system. As the Marxist societies progress, the 
people will demand more freedom, a development already much in evi- 
dence. As our Western society becomes more crowded and complex, 
additional state controls, it appears, will be essential. But the tensions will 
lessen as East and West grow more alike and find themselves walking the 
same path. Beyond this stands the paramount hope that man will no longer 
need have masters over him, having found that freedom and self realiza- 


tion are possible only in submission to God. 
Unter Fb eee. 


Politics and Oil 


It is common knowledge that the 
GOP won support in the normally 
Democratic states of Texas, Louisi- 
ana and Oklahoma in Ejisenhow- 
er’s first campaign in 1952 by pledg- 
ing that the rights to the tidelands 
oil would be returned to the states 
from Federal control. (The oil in- 
terests seldom have much difficulty 
in manipulating state legislators to 
their purposes.) Soon after Eisen- 
hower took office, the Administra- 
tion made good its promises. 


A dispute has now arisen over 
the distance to which the state tide- 
land boundaries extend into the sea. 
During the 1952 campaign, Eisen- 
hower stated that the submerged 
area should extend three marine 
leagues—10'2 miles—seaward into 
the Gulf of Mexico. Yet all other 
legal judgments in U. S. history 
have limited state off-shore or tide- 
lands rights to three miles. The 
U. S. Dept. of Justice, however, 
brought action against the Gulf 
states on Nov. 7 to redefine the le- 
gal tideland boundaries at the tra- 
ditional three-mile limit which would 
restore large areas of the off-shore 
oil resources to the hands of the 
Federal Government. The Congres- 
sional act of 1953 established the 
line at the three-mile limit but the 
states have since asserted their 
claims to the full three leagues. 


The Washington Post reports that 
leading Democrats are accusing the 
GOP of laying the ground for an- 
other deal with the oil interests in 
the 1960 election. “Support our 
candidate and we'll make it three 
leagues instead of three miles.” 





What Would It Mean 


... for many of your community 
leaders, young business couples, 
teachers and youth — to share in 
discussions on such vital themes 
as: The Power of Christian Love 
Vs. Politics and Militarism in the 
Hydrogen Age; Christian Shar- 
ing and Money-Making — The 
New Capitalism; Christian Love 
and Race Relations—from Here 
to India and Africa; and other 
such significant themes? A few 
intensive days of such thinking 
is what a Conference on Christ 
and World Need, led by Charles 
A. Wells, can bring to your com- 
munity. Usually the Conferences 
also include appearances before 
service clubs, high schools and 
local colleges, radio-TV, besides 
the evening gatherings. These 
programs are sponsored by lead- 
ing churches, Ministerial Associ- 
ations, city Councils of Churches, 
conventions, etc. Our simple fi- 
nancial plan makes the Confer- 
ences self-sustaining. Write for 
further information. 














